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“mike hall” «<mz28mah1@email.com>» on 06/08/2001 06:29:17 AM

To: "FAR Secretariat” <farcase.2001-014@ gsa.gov>
cc:

Subject: FAR Case 2001-014

To Whom It My Concern::

| amwiting to express ny opposition to the Bush admi nistration's proposal to
repeal the Clinton adnministration's rules on federal contractor

responsi bility. The rules require contracting officers to | ook at a conpany's
record of conplying with the law in deciding whether the conpany is a
"responsible contractor” eligible to receive a federal contract.

As a taxpayer, | want nmy tax dollars to go to responsible conpanies that
conply with the law, not to corporate |awbreakers. Conpanies that routinely
violate | aws designhed to protect the environment, consumers, workers and other
inportant rights shouldn't be rewarded with valuable federal contracts.
That's unfair to conpanies that do conply with the | aw and all ows chronic
violators to profit fromtheir |awbreaking.

I urge the Federal Acquisition Regulatory Council not to repeal the contractor
aelsponsibility rules and to let the rules go into effect w thout further
el ay.

Si ncerely,

m ke hall

455 bristol ct.
Cakl ey, CA 94561




